10/ 18/66 


Dear air, Doires, 

Please excuse the haste, lessthan your thoughtful sni encouraging letter of 
10/15 deserves. I hope you will understand that :3 on unintended publisher who 
wants to and does conttiue his writing, I hr?e little time. 'Jere I to be fair, I 
could not, from ray own experience, sey a nice thing obout Holt other then that they 
can see a chance to moke o buck and era more than comretent to do it, regeidless of 
" h ®JL*: 3 . required, fet 1 must honestly tell you they ore not one of those who rejected 
•' UTL . :3i. The edvice I got was that they wou’d be among the list to consider the 
subject. 1 did try and make an approach through a former member of JFK's cabinet 
who would h ve nothing to do with it. 

* ou did not correctly understand me. I did not say the Commission might b ve 
found the right man, although, because of the rather eliptlcal approach 1 used and 
beceuse I restricted myself to the official evidence, v ! th oil the limitations end 
handicaps that imposed, your conclusion is understandable. Please look at the top 
of p. 138. .ihat I say end believe is that the xAmmis^ion' s best evidence is that he 
killed no one, that the heport failed in its case against him, but tbe$ he wes in some 
way involved. I am unable to aey this was knowingly or unknowingly. 

When I have completed the sequel, tentatively entitled "HITE’VASH II: '"no mo 
$ou may better understand how M men of the caliber of the Commission could allow such a 
fiasco to be issued in their names”. This book wil’ tell how the whitewashing was 
accomplished end who iia it. It will name names, give dates, etc. 

It does mean much to me, still, to get such letters os yours, llany wonderful 
people have taken the time to encourage me, end it is helpful, for we are not yet 
out o f the red, even though /HITE'VAHE h-s been a unique success. V,’e have sold more 
than 15,000 copies and with the hoiks now in the bindery or in commercial channels 
the "in print” figure 1 b 22,500 copies. 

I think is is kind and probably feir to say es you do that iHITE'"ASH and possibly 
some- of ray public appearances did lay the foundation of credibility for some of the 
bocks that followed. It i3 ray perhaps immodest belle/^j es you state, that I told the 
entire story, insofar as it has been told, find that the later bonks add nothing material. 
But I think they s- rve a pnnpose, even though I violently disagree with their doctrine, 
which I regard as both backward-lo-'king end hazardous. The importance of the Epstein 
books is that e commercial publisher did it. The importance of the Lane book, despite 
those many things about him and his book with which I cannot agree, is thet his 
publisher is both willing and able to do and spend whet is necessary to make it the 
sufecess it has been, for that attracts considerable attention to the subject. In the 
1 jet analysis, is is, or at least should be, on the basis of knowledge that our socle ty 
functions. Lane’s book and the expert flackery nccomonnyin/T 1ft do take the knowledge 
that the Report is false to more people than I can now roach. 1 am still plagued by 
the curse that is on a private printing. 

/ ' u y real thanks for your letter. 



I 


Sincerely, 


1 


Harold ’eisber;? 


